44	r	NON-VIOLENCE IN PEACE  AND  WAR
But also among the young people who are convinced of the
truth of your message are many who dissent from some details
of your demands on men which seem wrong to them. In their
name is this letter written.
In answer to a question you declared on the 21st of March,.
1921, that Satyagraha demands absolute non-violence, and that
even a woman who is in danger of being violated must not defend
herself with violence. On the other hand it is known that you re-
commended the punishment of General Dyer by the English
Government, which shows that you see the necessity for Jaw
guaranteed through violence. From this I can but conclude that you
do not object to capital punishment and so do not condemn killing
in general. You value life so low that you allow thousands of Indians-
to lose theirs for Satyagraha; and doubtless you know that the
least interference with the life of men—imprisonment—is mainly
based on the same principle as the strongest—killing—for in each
case men are caused by an outside force to diverge from their
dharma. A man who thinks logically knows that it is the same principle
that causes his imprisonment for a few days or his execution, and
that the difference is only in the size, not in the kind, of interference.
He knows, too, that a man who stands for punishment in general
must not shrink from killing.
You see in non-co-operation not an ideal only but also a safe
and quick way to freedom for India, a way possible only where*
a whole population has to revolt against a Government that has*
the force of arms. But when a whole State wants to get its rights-
from another State, the principle of non-co-operation is powerless,
for this other one may get sl number of other States to form an
alliance with it even when some of the other States remain neutral-
Not unitl a real League of Nations exists, to which every State
belongs, can non-co-operation become a real power, since no-
State can afford to be isolated from all the others. That is why
we fight for the League of Nations; but that is also the reason why
we try to retain a strong police force, lest internal revolts and dis-
order should make all foreign policy impossible. That is why we
understand that other Governments are doing what they forbade
us to do, arming themselves in case of an attack by their enemies.
They are, for the time being, obliged to do so, and we really ought
to do the same if we do not want to be continually violated. We
hope that you will see our point- If you do, we should be very much

